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Ms. FURSE. Mr. Speaker, I am rising

today in strong opposition to H.R. 728.
The reason I am doing this is not just
because I have a personal dislike of
this bill but because ever since I was
elected I have met regularly with the
law enforcement community in my dis-
trict in Oregon, and they are opposed
to this bill.

Why are they opposed to this bill?
Why am I opposed? Well, it is a strange
bill; it promises a lot of things, it de-
livers absolutely nothing except tre-
mendous hardship for our police com-
munities who are trying to do commu-
nity policing, trying to do prevention.

H.R. 728 will mean less police on the
streets and less money to prevent kids
from committing crimes. It will cut a
program that works well, the GREAT
program. Why is it a good idea to put
some money into prevention? Because
it is a very, very much cheaper pro-
gram; you put a few dollars into pre-
vention and you keep a kid from crime.
You put that person in jail, and it is
going to cost us $24,000-plus per year.

But you do not need to take my ad-
vice on this matter. You really need to
take the advice of the law enforcement
community. I say to my colleagues,
you do not just have to just join me in
voting ‘‘no’’; let us, all of us, join the
National Association of Police Organi-
zations, Fraternal Order of Police, the
Brotherhood of Police, the major city
chiefs, the National Troopers Coali-
tion, the National Sheriffs Association,
the Police Foundation, the National
Black Police Foundation. And they
join with other organizations, like the
Child Welfare League of America, the
Children’s Defense Fund.

I want to say to my colleagues, we
are not all experts in every issue, but
we can go to the experts. We can ask
them what they think about each piece
of legislation. I do that. I ask you to
join with the law enforcement commu-
nity of this country and vote ‘‘no’’ on
H.R. 728. It will be bad for our commu-
nities, it will be bad for our kids, and
it will be horrible for our budget.
f

VOTE ‘‘NO’’ ON H.R. 728

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. DURBIN] for 5 minutes.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to join the effort of my colleagues
in discussing H.R. 728, which will be
considered by this House of Represent-
atives today and tomorrow.

There are three issues before us: po-
lice, prevention, and pork.

On the police side, we passed a crime
bill last year. President Clinton made
it clear that he wanted to put 100,000
new police on the streets of America to
make our neighborhoods and homes
safer.

I represent a congressional district in
downstate Illinois, small-town Amer-
ica. I can tell you from my town meet-
ings, my contacts with people I rep-
resent, that this is exactly what they
want to see. They want to make sure

that there is a policeman in a car, pa-
trolling at night, on the weekends,
keeping a eye on their homes, watching
out for their families, looking for any-
thing that might be suspicious. That is
basically what they are looking for.

Last year’s crime bill would deliver
it. In fact, last week President Clinton
announced in my congressional dis-
trict, one of many, I might add, 54 new
police who will be working in those
towns, in those villages, in those cities
and counties because of the crime bill
we passed last year, 54. A downpayment
in my district on a national promise to
put 100,000 police on the street protect-
ing us.

The second thing that we were com-
mitted to in that crime bill is some-
thing that every law enforcement offi-
cial that I have spoken to supports.
They have all said, ‘‘Congressman, give
us more cops. Build more prisons, but
don’t think that will solve the prob-
lem. You can’t build prisons big enough
or fast enough to stop crime in Amer-
ica. You have got to do something to
prevent crime.’’

That is part of the program that we
passed last year in the crime bill.

Some of my colleagues on the Repub-
lican side of the aisle mock these crime
prevention programs. They like to tell
you stories about waste and how it is
not going to work. I wish some of them
would sit down and talk to the police-
men I have worked with. I wish some of
them would join these policemen as
they go into the classrooms under their
program, a program conceived under
President Reagan’s administration, to
alert our kids to the dangers of narcot-
ics.

Prevention pays off. Kids learn the
dangers of narcotics, stay away from
them, do the right thing with the right
information. Good prevention, the kind
of prevention we want to encourage.

So, with the police and with the pre-
vention, why are we returning now to
the crime bill, for goodness sake? It
has to do with pork, the third P. Be-
cause, you see, the Republican ap-
proach in H.R. 728 wants to take all the
money that will be earmarked for new
policemen and hand it over to mayors
and local officials and let them in their
judgment decide how to spend that
money.

You might say what is wrong with
that? Surely they will do the right
thing? Part of maturity is learning
from past mistakes.

In the early 1970’s we tried exactly
what the Republicans want to try now.
We called it the Law Enforcement As-
sistance Administration; high-sound-
ing, money from Washington, down to
the local level, saying to local officials,
‘‘Go fight crime.’’

Do you know what happened? Do you
know what happened to those Federal
dollars when they got down to the local
level? One out of every three dollars
was spent on consultants—not on cops,
on consultants.

The Governor of one State decided he
would take his law enforcement money

and buy a jet plane for his State, a jet
plane.

Another one bought a tank in a small
rural town. They kind of went crazy.
They bought equipment they did not
need. Instead of putting police on the
beat, they ended up a lot of buddies and
friends with consulting contracts, and
the net result of it, it did not work.

Now the Republicans want to return
to those thrilling days of yesteryear,
turn the money over to the local offi-
cials, and let them have it.

Well, let me tell you something: We
need cops, not consultants. A lot of
people say, if Congress passed the
crime bill, why are we considering a
new crime bill just a few months later?
The answer, my friends, will not be
found with police but with politics.

I think the people in this country are
sick and tired of folks who are trying
to dance around this law and order and
crime issue to get a vote, trying to find
a new partisan stand to say, ‘‘We are
tougher on crime.’’

The President came up with an idea
that was sound, was backed on a bipar-
tisan basis last year in the crime bill:
100,000 cops in America. It is going to
pay off in a lot of the small towns that
I represent, and I think it will pay off
nationwide.

But if it is going to work, we have to
stop this Republican effort with H.R.
728.

I am happy to join with my colleague
from Michigan, Congressman STUPAK,
who, before he came to Congress, was a
professional law enforcement officer.
He has been out there, wearing the
shield, putting his life on the line. His
judgment on these issues means a lot
more to me than the judgment of polit-
ical consultants who would have us
undo a crime bill which is moving in
the right direction, a bill dedicated to
more cops and prevention and one that
does not leave us wide open for pork.

f

COMMUNITY POLICING IS
SUCCESSFUL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. HOLDEN] for 3 min-
utes.

Mr. HOLDEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
toady in favor of the Conyers-Schumer
substitute that will be offered later on
this afternoon.

I say to my friends on the Republican
side of the aisle that I have voted for
many of the pieces of legislation that
they have brought forth in this this
session of Congress because I agreed
with them and I felt they were right.

But I urge my friends to reconsider
what they propose doing to the cops-
on-the-streets program. I have spent 14
years in law enforcement, 7 as a county
sheriff. And I believe in my heart that
if we are going to win the war against
crime, to make a significant contribu-
tion to reducing crime, we need more
police officers on the street.
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A clergyman friend of mine once told

me that 85 percent of success in any-
thing is physical presence. All of us
know that is true in politics. But if you
ask anyone in law enforcement what
they think about the physical presence
of police officers on the street, they
will tell you that it works, it will re-
duce crime, it will have the neighbor-
hoods be involved with the community,
and would have a positive reflection on
the crime rate.

I also say to my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle that they should
spend time in their districts, where we
had police community grants awarded
last year. I did that this past weekend.
I spent time in the borough of Potts-
town, which received Federal funding
for two police officers about 10 months
ago. They have reduced the crime rate
in that borough because they have the
physical presence of police officers
walking the beat and being involved in
the community.

I also was very fortunate to have 24
municipalities in my district last week
who were awarded funds to hire one ad-
ditional police officer. I believe that is
going to have a great effect on reduc-
ing the crime rate in those municipali-
ties.

I urge my colleagues to please recon-
sider what they are proposing this
afternoon, please reconsider what they
will do to the program that will put
100,000 police officers on the street.

We do not need to have examples, as
the gentleman from Illinois said, of
abuse in the grant program. We need to
have the police officers on those
streets, fighting crime. I urge my col-
leagues to support the Conyers-Schu-
mer substitute this afternoon.

f

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12, rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until 2 p.m.

(Accordingly, at 1 o’clock and 4 min-
utes p.m., the House stood in recess
until 2 p.m.)

f
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore [Mr. COMBEST] at 2 p.m.

f

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Rev. James David
Ford, D.D., offered the following pray-
er:

O gracious God, You have made the
rivers and oceans and all the moun-
tains, You brought into being people
from every place on this Earth and You
have done all things for our use and for
our satisfaction. But more than all
those gifts, O God, You have breathed
into us the very breath of life, You
know our names and You know our
needs even before we ask. We offer this

prayer in gratefulness of these bless-
ings, for the opportunities before us,
and for the comfort of Your eternal
presence. In Your name, we pray.
Amen.

f

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

f

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Colorado [Mr. SKAGGS] come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

Mr. SKAGGS led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

f

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Hallen, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate had passed bills of the
following titles, in which the concur-
rence of the House is requested:

S. 178. An act to amend the Commodity Ex-
change Act to extend the authorization for
the Commodity Futures Trading Commis-
sion, and for other purposes.

S. 257. An act to amend the charter of the
Veterans of Foreign Wars to make eligible
for membership those veterans that have
served within the territorial limits of South
Korea.

The message also announced that
pursuant to section 8002 of title 26,
United States Code, the Chair an-
nounces on behalf of the chairman of
the Committee on Finance, a substi-
tution in the membership of the Joint
Committee on Taxation. Mr. DOLE has
resigned from the Joint Committee and
will be replaced by Mr. HATCH for the
duration of the 104th Congress only.
Therefore, the membership of the Joint
Committee on Taxation for the 104th
Congress is as follows: Mr. PACKWOOD,
Mr. ROTH, Mr. HATCH, Mr. MOYNIHAN,
and Mr. BAUCUS.

The message also announced that
pursuant to section 1024 of title 15,
United States Code, the Chair, on be-
half of the Vice President, announces
the following majority appointments
to the Joint Economic Committee: Mr.
MACK, chairman; Mr. ROTH, Mr. CRAIG,
Mr. BENNETT, Mr. SANTORUM, and Mr.
GRAMS.

f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, on Friday
last I was not present on the floor when
the rollcall vote for H.R. 666 was taken,
the Alien Deportation Act. Had I been
present and on the floor, Mr. Speaker,
I would have voted ‘‘aye.’’

REPUBLICAN CONTRACT WITH
AMERICA

(Mr. COBLE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, our Con-
tract With America states the follow-
ing:

On the first day of Congress, a Re-
publican House will: Force Congress to
live under the same laws as everyone
else; cut committee staffs by one-third;
and cut the congressional budget—we
have done this.

It goes on to state that in the first
100 days, we will vote on the following
items: A balanced budget amendment—
we have done this; unfunded mandates
legislation—we have done this; line-
item veto—we have done this; a new
crime package to stop violent crimi-
nals—we are doing this now; welfare re-
form to encourage work, not depend-
ence; family reinforcement to crack
down on deadbeat dads and protect our
children; tax cuts for families to lift
Government’s burden from middle-in-
come Americans; national security res-
toration to protect our freedoms; Sen-
ior Citizens’ Equity Act to allow our
seniors to work without Government
penalty; Government regulatory re-
form; commonsense legal reform to end
frivolous lawsuits; and congressional
term limits to make Congress a citizen
legislature.

This is our Contract With America.

f

SUPPORT THE VOLKMER CRIME
BILL

(Mr. VOLKMER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. VOLKMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to offer a comprehensive crime
bill that will really do something about
crime instead of what the House has
been doing the past few days. My bill
will really build prisons, my bill will
repeal the ban on semiautomatic rifles
and shotguns, and my bill will put peo-
ple behind bars who use guns and not
let them back out in a revolving door.

Mr. Speaker, we need massive fire-
power to stop crime in this country
and what I am seeing the House do now
is fire BB’s. The House tried this piece-
meal approach at combating crime last
year and look where it got us. My bill
will return the right of law-abiding
citizens to own the gun of their choice
and at the same time build prison cells
to make sure that if a criminal does a
crime they will do the time.

Mr. Speaker, I realize the present Ju-
diciary Committee will not see fit to
move this comprehensive crime bill,
but instead will continue down this
piecemeal approach that we all know
will have the same success in the other
body as it did last year. If you really
want to support a crime bill that fo-
cuses on criminals I ask you to support
my bill.
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